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As regards the Sacrifice of 
proved — 



Mass, 



1. That it is diametrically opposed to the teaching of i 
the Scriptures, which emphatically declare that Christ was , 
offered once for all, and by that one oblation of Himself j 
made a full, perfect, and sufficient sacrifice for the sins of 
the whole world. 

2. That the pretended distinction between the bloody 
sacrifice of the cross and the unbloody sacrifice of the 
Mass is utterly unfounded. 

3. That the whole notion of a Christian priesthood, 
other than the eternal priesthood of Christ Himself, is 
opposed to Scripture. 

With respect to Penance, we have proved — 

1. That the early Church knew nothing of its being 
a Sacrament ; and that Romanists are compelled to ac- 
count for the silence o 1 ' antiquity respecting it by appeal- 
ing to the pretended DiscipUna Aicani. 

2. That Romanists themselves are not agreed as to its 
Matter ; and that the Form assigned by the Council of 
Trent (sc , ego te absolve) was not known in the Church 
for the first twelve centuries. 

3. That the doctriueof " Attrition" or imperfect Con- 
trition, strikes at the root of all true repentance. 

4. That it was not till the 13th century that Auricular 
Confession to a Priest, followed by absolution and satis- 
faction, was declared to be a law of the Church. 

5. That the doctrine of Satisfaction rests upon a 
purely gratuitous hypothesis, wholly unfounded in Scrip- 
ture, scil., that whilst the eternal penalties of sin are re- 
mitted to the penitent sinner in virtue of the merits of 
Christ, the temporal punishments must be endured by 
him either in this world or the next, unless he is able to 
avail himself of the treasury of superfluous merit which 
the Church has in In r custody, and which she dispenses 
to those who can pay liberally for it. 

As to Extreme Unction, we have proved — 

1. That the Fathers of Trent were uncertain as to its 
being instituted by Christ at all, and, accordingly, speak 
of it as being " insinuated" by St. Mark. 

2. That the passage in St. James's Epistle, chap, v., so 
far from establishing the sacrament of Extreme Unction, 
is utterly inconsistent with it. 

3. That its sacrame'itnl character was unheard of in 
the Church for many centuries, and not finally decreed by 
conoiliar authority till the year 1439. 

With respect to Obdebs, it has been shown — 

That this so-called Sacrament has neither matter nor 
form, nor divine institution. 

And as regards Matbimonv, we have proved that it is 
wholly deficient in everything that can he thought to con- 
stitute a Sacrament ; and that the only atgument by 
which it is attempted to prove it a sacrament is a wretched 
quibble on the word " sncraniemuin," employed by the 
Vulgate in the translation of Eph., v. 32. 

With respect to tin; Invocation of Saints and 
Angels, we have shown — 

1. That it has no sanction from Holy Scripture, but is 
plainly opposed to its whole teaching, express and implied ; 
especially, 

2. Thiii it ignores or sets aside the intercessory func- 
tions which Scripture represents Christ as now discharg- 
ing at the right hand of God. 

3. That it rests nr.on gross earthly analogies, which, 
when transferred to God and Christ, are equally dishonour- 
able to both. 

4. That it introduces a useless and cumbrous machinery 
for effecting what may be done immediately and by direct 
application at the throne of grace. 

5. That it leads to practical idolatry, inasmuch as the 
thoughts and affections of the great mass of worshippers 
do not ascend beyond the benefactors through whose in- 
strumentality they believe that their prayers are accepted 
and granted ; and thus that the mediating creatures 
intercept the homage that should be rendered to God and 
Christ alone. 

6. That the worship of the Virgin Mary especially has 
degenerated into rank idolatry, equal or even greater 
homage being paid to her than to Jesus Christ ; and that 
the ptactical effect of the bull of Pope Pius IX. respecting 
the Immaculate Conception is to add a fourth person to 
the Christian Trinity. 

7. That Maiiolntry is without a shadow of countenance, 
either from the Scripture or the practice of the early 
Church, and that its origin is ultimately traceable to a 
sect of fanatical heretics in the 4th century. 

As to the Wonsinp of Images, we have shown — 
1 . That however explained, it flatly contradicts the 
most explicit and emphatic statements of holy Scripture. 
2 That it was unknown in the early Church, the ab- 
sence of it being ore of the characteristic notes of Chris- 
tianity, as distinguished from the religions of heathenism. 

3. Tbat it was gradually introduced into the Church 
through a corrupt imitation of Paganism. 

4. That it almost inevitably leads to gross idolatry 
among the vulgar, who know nothing of duliu, hyjwrdutia, 

and latria; and who cannot perceive or else disregard the 
fine distinctions drawn by speculative theologians between 
the worship paid to the image and to the being whom it 
represents. 

With respect to Puroatobv, we have proved — 
1. Tbat the doctrine has no foundation in holy Scrip- 
are, but is positively repugnant to its letter and spirit. 



have j 2. That in its present form it was not known in the 
Cburch for the first six centuries. 



3. That a large part of the Church, viz., the Greek 
Church, has never received it. 

4. That it was borrowed from Paganism. 

5. That it is utterly inconsistent with other Romish 
dogmas. 

6. That the Prayers for the Dead which we read of in 
the early history of the Church had no reference what- 
soever to an intermediate state like that of the Romish 
Purgatory. 

As regards the doctrine of Indulgences, we have 
proved — 

1. That when the Council of Trent declares that the 
power of granting Indulgences was given by Christ to 
His Church, it states what is not the fact ; and, on the 
contrary, that the whole notion on which the doctrine 
rests is utterly opposed to the teaching of God's written 
word. 

'I. That the doctrine of Indulgences being intimately 
connected with the dogma of Purgatory could not have 
been invented earlier than the latter, and, in poiut of 
fact, was not heard of till about the 10th century. 

3. That the Indulgences of which we read in early 
ecclesiastical history were of a totally different kind ; and 
that the Church of Rome has in this, as in several other 
cases, practised a gross deception by confounding simi- 
larity of name with similarity of meaning. 

Such is a very brief and impertect recapitulation of 
some of the points which have been proved in the pages 
of the Catholic Layman. A glance at our Indexes 
will show that wehaveprovedagreat deal more respecting 
each topic of controversy than what has been now enume- 
rated. But even this short outline ought to be sufficient 
to make any honest Roman Catholic pause and ask 
himself, Am I safe in continuing a member of a Church 
which numbers among her Artkdes of Faith some doc- 
trines which cannot be proved either by Scripture or the 
authority of the early Church, and some which appear 
plainly opposed to both ? May the Spirit of God bring 
this question home to the heart and conscience of every 
candid inquirer after truth ! 

One word in conclnsion. In all our controversial dis- 
cussions our great object has been to fulfil the Apostle's 
injunction, " To speak the truth in love." We have la- 
boured to set forth the truth fully, and fearlessly, and 
lovingly. We have felt it to be our solemn duty on the 
one hand to "extenuate nothing,"and, on the other, not 
to l- set down aught in malice." We have all through 
been impressed with a deep conviction that we were deal- 
ing with topics in which God's glory and the inter- 
ests of immortal souls were at stake. We now with- 
draw, for the present, from the field in which we have 
so long toiled, committing the result to Him whose 
written Word we have taken as our great rule and guide : 
trusting to His own most gracious promise: — "As the 
rain cometh down and the snow from heaven, and r.j- 
turncth not thither, but watereth the earth, and maketh 
it bring forth and bud, that it may give seed to the sower, 
and bread to the eater : so shall my word be that goetb 
forth out of my mouth ; it shall not return unto me void, 
but it shall accomplish that which I please, and it shall 
prosper in the thing whereto I sent it" (Jsaiah lv. 10, 1 1.) 



(totsjaittoe. 



DID THE HOLY FATHERS ACKNOWLEDGE 

THE POPE'S SUPREMACY? 

In closing our labours it is, of course, necessary that we 

should devote what space we can, to wind up our somewhat 

protracted discussion with Dr. Geragbty. 

That discussion has now been continued for a whole 
year, during which time it is reasonable to conclude that 
that gentleman has brought forward the best arguments and 
authorities he could in favour of his opinions. 

Whether he has grapphd with our arguments in a 
manner satisfactory to men of manly and candid minds, 
we must leave it to our readers, present and future, to 
judge. That we have endeavoured to discuss his argu- 
ments and quotations in a straightforward and candid 
manner we fearlessly assert, and his letters have also given 
us an opportunity of bringing forward not a few important 
matters of ecclesiastical history, which we would scarcely 
have found room lor in a more systematic and consecutive 
form. We thank Or. Geraghty, accordingly, for the ser- 
vice he has done us in ibis particular. If be hud been 
able to detect in our seven volumes as many inaccuracies 
as we have done in as many of his tetters, we should have 
retired from the stage of controversy under feelings of 
shame, instead of the pride we do feel — and, we hope, ajus- 
tifiableurnl honourable pride — at the correctness and fidelity 
of our statements and quotations. If our volumes shall 
live, as we confidently believe they will, they will, probably, 
be most prized by posterity for their accuracy and candour. 
Let it not ba supposed, however, that we undervalue 
Dr. Geraghty's talents or acquirements, because te has 
not succeeded better in support of his opinions. Consider- 
ing the intractable character of the materials with which 
be had to work, wc think he really showed no little inge- 
nuity and adroitness in the management of them ; and 
we doubt much whether there is a controversialist in the 
present day on the Roman Catholic side who could have 



done it better. But what can the most experienced 
or skilful advocate do, when the witnesses be has at his 
command either shoot wide of the mark, or wholly break 
down under a searching cross-examination 1 Dr. Geraghty 
may be to be blamed for having espoused, or pitied for 
having been educated in, a creed which neither histori- 
cally or theologically will stand the test of close exami- 
nation ; but having once espoused it, and committed 
himself to its defence, we cannot bring ourselves to criti- 
cize his performances by the same standard, that we should 
feel at liberty, and, indeed, called upon to do, if we 
believed tbat he had truth upon his side. What would 
be unpardonable trifling, and insufferable sophistry, if 
brought forward on the side of truth, may be very clever 
and dexterous ingenuity wben adduced in delenceof error. 
We only wonder bow any man of intelligence could delude 
himself, much less think be could convince others, by 
reasonings so inconclusive ; or blind bis own understand- 
ing to the difficulties which beset on every side the theory 
he has adopted. We suppose it is only to be accounted 
for by reflecting that minds educated in the belief tbat 
it is virtue to believe implicitly, and sir to question, what- 
ever is taught by ecclesiastical authority, do not know- 
how to give fair play to their own minds, mucb less to 
those of others, and actually lose the power of close 
thought and accurate reasoning in their mistakenly pious 
struggle to uphold what they originally adopted on the au- 
thority of others, without examination. Those who have 
been educated in a freer school, and accustomed to a 
purer atmosphere, should be grateful to God that they 
have the enjoyment of the full use of their reasoning 
faculties, undimmed and uuclouded by the fogs of heredi- 
tary error, and should rather feel compassion than en- 
mity or anger towards those whose mental vision Iww 
been jaundiced by prejudice or stunted by early educa- 
tion. We freely forgive Dr. Geraghty any otieuces 
which he may from time to time have committed in our 
pages against Christian charity and love, and wc shall 
never cease to pray that his eyes may, ere it is too late, he 
opened to the fatal delusions of the creed he has struggled 
60 earnestly, and, we believe, conscientiously, to support. 
We have still, however, a long string of quotations to 
deal with, and we proceed briefly to consider such of them 
as appear to us to be most deserving of consideration. 
Hitherto we have proceeded seriatim et verbatim in t«t« 
exact order in which the writer himself arranged his 
authorities ; we must now, however, divide and dis» 
tiuguish them in the only manner which the limits still 
at our command will permit. 

Dr. Geraghty, for instance, quQtoa as authorities 
several Popes of the 5th, 6th, 7th, fcth, and 9th centuries ; 
but as we have already declined to receive the Bishops 
oi Rome of earlier centuries as competent witnesses in 
their own cause, we cannot waste our space by enennv 
bering it with testimonies which, even if multiplied ad 
infinitum, would obviously prove nothing. Popes, we; 
admit, were ever making grand and arrogant assump~ 
tions of pre-eminence and authority ; but lb© matter of 
importance is not what they claimed, hut what other 
Churches accorded to them : and we have already proved 
by a variety of instances that these assumptions were 
vigorously resisted by other Churches during the fir*i 
four centuries, wherever they found it necessary to do so 
to preserve their own privileges and independence, From 
that time, as other Churches declined, the Church of 
Rome gained further and lurther power by encroach- 
ment, until the Oth century, when, after losing half the 
Christian world by the Greek schism, she tardily ob- 
tained, after a long struggle, something approaching, 
at least, to a real supremacy over all tbat remained to her 
in the West, until the Reformation dawned and relieved 
from her iron grasp no inconsiderable portion of the 
fairest kingdoms of Europe. 

For these reasons we pass over long passages cited by 
Dr. Geraghty from Pope Boniface i., a.ju. 422 ; Pope 
Xystus, 433 ; Pope Leo, 446 ; Pope Gelasius, 492 ; 
Pope Vigilius, 538 ; Pope Pelagius II , 580 ; Pope 
Gregory, 596 ; Pope Martin, 050 j Pope Hadrian, 737 ; 
Pope Gregory IV., 830; leaving it to those who have a 
liking tor interested witnesses to peruse their writings for 
themselves. And we proceed to consider those of Dr. 
G.'s remaining authorities, which appear to us most de- 
serving of attention, without noticing ethers of minor 
importance in so grave a controversy. It seems, indeed, 
scarcely necessary to observe, that if the great fathers of 
the first four centuries do not prove his case, it would be 
strange if any evidence of comparatively obscure writers 
of the 6th, 7th, or Sth centuries could establish it. 



(Continued from page ICO.) 

XLIV. St. Augustine and the Council of Carthage, 
anno 417, to Pope Zozimus — " We know we should com- 
municate our proceedings to your clemency, that to them 
may be added the auihoiity of the Apostolic See." — 
Ep'ts. xxvi., Ualland. viii., p 590. 

[We know not on what authority Dr. Geraghty attri- 
butes this epistle to St. Augustine. Gallandus gives the 
names of 67 Bishops present at this Council and joining 
in this letter, but St- Augustine's name is not among 
them. Dr. G. is also in error in stating that it was 
addressed to Pope Zozimus in 417. If Gallandus, from 
whom Dr. G. purports to cite, be correct, of which there 
can be no doubt, it was addressed, not to Zozimus, but 
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to Pope Innocent, Zozimus's predecessor,. These matters 
Way not be very material, but controversialists should 
■be accurate in matters of ecclesiastical history, especially 
when dealing with such a name as St. Augustine's. 
What, however, does such a passage prove ? The Coun- 
cil of Carthage was writ ing to Innocent about the here- 
tics, Pelag'ms and Coeleetius (mentioned already in No. 
XL.,p 131, supra), whom theytkemselves had condemned 
by their own authority, and Q»ey naturally wished to 
have the concurrence vt'Bpme, so that its authority 
might "6e addeit'^to thellss.* ' The letter in question 
addresses Pope innocent as- our Lord and brother, 
" domine frater?' just is St. Ambrose did Siricius (see 
No. XXXIII., p. 130, supra). As to the blunder made by 
Pope Zozimns about th*e very men, and the pertinacity 
of the African Bishops in persevering in and repeating 
their sentence in opposition to Zozimus, see supra, p. 
131, No. XL.] 

XLV. St. Augustine bOptatus— "Pclagius and Celcs- 
titUH the authors of this heresy, have been by Councils, 
Conspiring with Christ, tho protects His Church, also by 
two prelates. Innocent and Zozimus, of the Apostolic 
See, condemned by the Thole Christian world." For," 
aays he, " already two buncils on this subject have been 
referred [missa, sent, El. C.L.] to the Apostolic See, 
whence rescripts have Wen issued. The cause is ended .- 
would that the heresy may soon end also''". Lastly, 
" These men," says he, • ere this heresy had been con- 
demned by the sentenced the Apostolic See, were noto- 
rious, but now they arcsilenced." (Epis. exci., Sixto, 
torn, ii., col. 1064.) 

[The two Councils hei referred to were those of Car- 
thage, already mentione-, and Milevis ; and as Pelagius 
nnd his companion were Andemned by both Africa and 
Borne, St. Augustine rjfebt well consider the " cause 
ended." If Zozimus haljbersevered in his error in ex- 
culpating Pelagius andCcIestius, in opposition to the 
Councils of Carthageandtilevis, and the African Bishops 
had yielded their opinfis to his, and St. Augustine 
had the* said " the case is ended," it would have 
been, doubtless, a stron testimony in favour of Papal 
supremacy ; but as it wt Pope Zozimus who thought fit 
to change his opinion, a4 adopt those of the Africans, 
and they were, therefes, all agreed, the question 
of supremacy of Home ovp Carthage did not even arise. 
If it had arisen, there is n reason to doubt that it would 
have been in Africa decide against Eome. See the ease 
of Apiarius, and his appd to the same Pope Zozimus, 
in our article on the Ch>ch of Africa, p. i, supra.] 

XLVI. In the ardent dilute between the two Patri- 
archs — St. Cyril of Alexania and Nestorius of Constan- 
tinople — before the Councilf Ephesus had met, St. Cyril 
thus writes to Pope Celestineoncerning Nestorius : — " As 
the long established custom ' the Church requires that 
these things be communicatedo yovr holiness, I therefore 
write," &c. He concludes tis : — " Please to determine 
whether we should communite with him (N'estorius) or 
reject him ; and let all the Et know your mind, that we 
may all, united, stand up for.be right faith'' (torn, vi., 
Epis. 9, p. 36). ' 

[It was, of course, not onljjght that matters of such 
grave moment, and affecting titmrity of the faith of the 
Church, should be commimtcar.fo the Patriarch of Borne, 
who was acknowledged to hoihe first place, but also 
most desirable that he and tl^atriarch of Alexandria 
should hold the same views, an" united stand up for the 
right faith ;" and who can douitbat the emergency re- 
quired all their united efforts, wn heresy had sprung up 
even in the very seat of imperiatovernment, Constanti- 
nople or New Rome, and that i the person of its Patri- 
arch himself. But St. Cyril expjsly treats Coelestine in 
this letter as hit fellow minister, ft one who required to be 
both informed and stimulated to aon in the matter. The 
whole letter, indeed, is so intereng and illustrative of 
the state of things at that period,iat we think it may be 
very useful to abstract and transit it for the benefit of 
those who have not ready access the original Greek. 

Cyril begins by informing Cosl&ie that " he had long 
preserved a deep silence about Nesfius, the Archbishop 
of Constantinople, and had neiiher-itten to him (Cosies. 
tine) nor to any other of hisfellowinisters A on the sub- 
ject, reflecting that precipitous ha was usually wrong 
in matters so serious. That, howe-, things had come 
to such extremities, that he thoug it proper to break 
silence and communicate everythi which had taken 
place to bim, as divine prudence reoW, and long custom 
in the Church persuaded him to doThat although he 
(Cyril) had exhorted Nestorius to re|t of the perverse 
doctrines which he had been promuting, both among 
his own flock and to the multitude ofrangers who were 
accustomed to congregate at Conatinople, as well in 
his public homilies as otherwise, hithnihe could not in- 
fluence him in the least, but, on tbe&trary, a certain 
Bishop, named Dorotheas (a man wnfl he describes as 
inordinately given to flattery for thske of gain, and 
ready with bis tongue even to rashness H lately, during 
the actual celebration of divine sem»hile Nestorius 
was present in the Cathedral Churclsen and with a 

■ The reader will de wall to consult here Dm Ecct Hist., vol. 
1., p. 339, Life of Pope Innocent I. J 

>> Bpis. cm., loin, ii., col. 1060 [p. 706, Ben. % 
c Setroo. exxxi., torn, v., 930 [p. 644, Ben. E>' 
d " art piv irpoj 'iTipov T&v ervXXuAyuv." 



loud voice dared to cry out, ' Anathema to him who would 
call Mary Tbeotokos ;' which had created great scandal 
and dissension, so that many had refused any longer to 
hold communion with him. That fearing that these 
homilies of Nestorius, which had been brought into his own 
country (Egypt), should mislead men of light and simple 
minds, who were already beginning to discuss among 
themselves whether these opinions of Nestorius were 
right or not, he (Cyril) had written a Catholic epistle to 
the monasteries of Egypt to confirm them in the faith. 
That some copies of this letter had found their way to 
Constantinople, and had been of such assistance to many 
there, that several of the magistrates had written to thank 
him for it. That this very thing, however, had fomented 
Nestorius's anger against him, and made him attack 
him (Cyril) as his chief enemy. That, nevertheless, com- 
mitting all things to God, he had again written a letter to 
Nestorius, containing a brief compendium of true faith, 
sincerely admonishing him to conform to it ; but that it 
had done no good, as he still persevered in the same per- 
verse opinions. Cyril then goes on to inform Coelestine 
that the Easiern Bishops, and especially those of Mace- 
donia, did not approve of these doctrines, but were grieved 
and offended at them. That Nestorius, nevertheless, 
thought himself wiser than nil others, and, swelling with 
pride, though he could not be ignorant that all the ortho- 
dox throughout the world, whether bishops or laity, con- 
fessed that Christ was Hod, and that the Virgin who 
bore him was ' Thcotukos,' actually dreamt that he 
alone understood the mystery of Christ, and thought 
that by his insidious measures and the power of his 
See he could even succeed in getting him (Cyril) and 
all others to subscribe to his opinions. What, there- 
fore, shall we do ; since we can neither induce him to 
repent or desist from such harangues? The people of 
Constantinople are more antl more corrupted every day ; 
and labouring under this great mental disease, daily ami 
eagerly expect the aid of orthodox teachers. e Nor is 
it safe any longer to maintain silence. What, there- 
fore, shall we, who have undertaken the miuistry of 
the word, and had the care of the faith entrusted to us, 
say in the day of judgment, if we hold our peace at 
these things ? We wouKl not publicly and openly 
abandon his communion before we first informed you 
of these things. Deign, therefore, to tell us what you 
think' right, by which we may clearly see whether we 
ought to communicate with him or publicly denounce 
him, so that no one shall communicate with any who 
encourage or preach erroneous doctrines of this kind. 
Moreover, a mind of your integrity ought to set forth by 
letter your opinion in this matter, both to the most pious 
Bishops of Macedonia and of the whole East. For we 
shall thereby give an opportunity to all those woo de- 
sire it to continue, steadfast in the one mind, and give 
assistance to the true faith, which is thus attacked. As 
far as is in the power of Nestorius, both we and all the 
Fathers who have called the blessed Virgin ' Theotokos' 
are attacked by the same anathema. For though he has 
not with his own mouth done it, he sat by and listened ; 
nay, he induced and suborned another, Dorotheus, of 
whom I have already spoken, to do so ; and immedi- 
ately after he had descended from his episcopal throne, lie 
communicated with him in the celebration of the divine 
mysteries. But, in order more clearly to make known 
to your holiness not only what he says and thinks, but 
what our blessed fathers have handed down co us, I send 
you some volumes, containing parts of some of the 
chapters, which I have caused to be translated into 
Latin, as well as those could do it who live at Alex- 
andria. I have also delivered my own letters to Possi. 
donius, with directions to deliver them to your holi- 
ness.'"* 

We think this letter, while it clearly shows the 
prudence of Cyril, whol'y fails to prove the supremacy of 
Cmlestine. But our readers will judge.] 

XL VII. — At the general Council of Ephesus, a.d. 
431, the Roman legate declares — "It is a thing known 
to all ages that St. Peter, head of the Apostles, who is tho 
pillaroffaith, andisthefoundation of the Catholic Church, 
received fromChrtst the keys, and had tlieipowerof loos- 
ing and binding sins given him, and who now and al- 
ways lives iu his successors, and exercises his authority ; 
whose successor, Coelestine, having his place, sent us to 
this Council." St. Cyril, having heard this declaration, 
moved that, 'as they had fulfilled what was ordered 
them by Ccelestine,' they would depose Nestorius - 
and the boly Council said, Since the legates of the 
Apostolic See have said what is fitting, it follows that 
they should also subscribe and confirm the acts.' Sentence 
is then passed on Nestorius in these words : " Forced by 
the canons and by the epistle of our most holy father, Ce- 
lestinngof Rome, we pronounce this doleful sentence."' 

[Whether Philip the Presbyter, who was oneof the legates 
of Coelestine, did say what is here reported, or whether 

' " rrjv irapd t&v opQoSoZuv SidaeicaXiiiv tititov- 
piav." 

' " Sio Sr) KaraZuaoov Tviruxrai to Sokovv." Labbe 

and Coss. iii, 343. 

' Cyril, Oper., torn, v., pt 2. Epist, 8, p. 36. P»rU, 163S. 

h Labbe end Coss., lorn. ill., p. 330. Parti, 1671. 

> Mind ir., 1399. 

1 Labbe, torn. 3, p. 633. 



this, like many other things, was interpolated in after 
times into the account of the proceedings, may be 
fairiy doubted ; but, assuming that lie did so, it is obvious 
the occasion was one upon which no one present was likely 
to take offence at a mere piece of magniloquence on the 
part of one of the agents of an absent prelate of the highest 
dignity, who was niding them cordially in doing what re- 
quired all their united power to effect — i.e , deposing tho 
Patriarch of the imperial city of Constantinople, at that 
time holding the second ptace in the whole Church, as the 
See of New Hume. Cyril, of all others, who had person- 
ally invoked the aid of Coelestine, ns we have seen by his 
letter just given, was the last who could have cavilled at 
anything his legates chose to assert of his high dignity. 
The sentence of the Council, however, goes much farther 
than the abstract of it given by Dr. Geraghty ; for it ex- 
pressly calls Coelestine their fellow minister {avWurovp- 
you, com-ministri, Labbe, p. b'3?>), and shows also that ihey 
based their decisions not merely on the opinion of Ctelestine, 
and the canons but upon their own examination of tho 
published doctrines of Nestorius, which they found to bo 
impious (Idem, p. (i2-<). 

It is also a mistranslation to put it into St. Cyril's 
mouth that " they had fulfilled all that wus ordered them 
by St. Coelestine." The original word is optadsvra, which 
means pointed out or defined, not "ordered." 

We may also observe that this Council was not con- 
vened by the orders of Ccelestine, but by that of the Em- 
peror, as, indeed, is distinctly admitted and stated by the 
legates themselves. Idem, p. 626.] 

Xl.VIII. In the East, Theodoret, Bishop of Cyrus, 
anno 420, whom a synodat Ephesus hud arraigned, appeals, 
ad. 450, to St. Leo : — " If Paul repaired to P, ter for an 
explanation, how much move should we hasten to your 
Apostolic throne to receive from you a cure for the 
wounded Churcht 9. For to you belongs the primacy in 
all things. We supplicate your holiness, protect the storm- 
tossed Churches of Go*!. I await the sentenro of your 
Apostolic throne, and implore your holiness to aid me, who 
appeal t* you." Anil again, to theUoman legate Kenatus: 1 
— " I beseech you to move the most holy Bishop to use 
his Apostolic power, &i: ; for that most holy throne hath 
the supremacy over all the Churches in the world." 

[We may observe, in the first place, that the word 
which Dr. G. herehas taken on himself to translate " supre- 
macy" is r)yipoviav, which signifies mere ''leadership'' 
just as properly as sovereignty. The word which he trans- 
lates "primacy'' is rrpura, which signifies merely tbe 
"first" place or precedency, which was nevrr denied to 
him. There i«, moreover, no word in either of these letters 
which justifies the translation " who appeal to you." Nor 
does Theodoret say " I await your sentence," but merely 
" rrtptutvui Tf/i)<pov" — I await your rote or suffrage; 4")^oc 
signifies literally " a pebble," or " little stone, such as thoso 
Used in tho ballot. The Greeks, it is well known, ac- 
quitted with a white stot:c, and condemned with a black 
one, ns the ballot is in more modern times conducted by 
white and blaek beans. This was ancient even in the 
days of Ovid. 

" Sins est antiqiius, niveis atrisque lapillis, 
His daumare reos, illis absolvere culpa." 

— Jlctai". xv., 4.53. 

What Theodoret asked of Leo was nW and assistance 
("opcm et auxilium.") He complains of the pseudo- 
Synod of Ephesus as having wronged him grievously, and 
must unjustly deprived him of his see (Cyrus, in Syrk), 
though absent, uneited, and unquestioned as to his opinions 
concerning the incarnation of our God nod Saviour. That 
he had hoped that an end would have been put to tho 
storm by the instrumentality of those whom Leo had sent to 
Ephesus ; but that he had fallen into a moro severe tem- 
pest since. He then proceeds, not to appeal, but to ask 
Leo's advice and counsel, whether he should acquiesce or 
not in this unrighteous sentence and unjust deposition ; 
or (as appears from his other letters, which wo shall pre- 
sently refer to) petition the Emperor to call a general 
Council to enable him to appeal to it. 

Jn a subsequent letter to ihe Patrician Anatolius, it ap- 
pears that he had made up his mind to such appeal ; for he 
beseeches " his magnificence' to ask leave of the Emperor 
that he might come into the West, and there be judged by 
the most holy Bishops, and " if I should be seen to bend in 
the least degree from the rule of faith, may I be cust into 
the depths of the sea.' m In another letter to the same Ana- 
tolius, he says : — " What I desire is, not restoration to my 
See of Cyrus, which I never wish to see again, but merely 
to clear myself of the charge of heresy," &c." That what 
he desired was that the Emperor should convene a Council 
also appears from the same volume, pp. 1012, 1013, and 
1015. The epistle of Theodoret to Renatus states, more- 
over, the grounds of the leadership or precedency which he 
attributes to tho See of Rome, which ho refers, not to any 
divine institution, but, " among many other things, lo this, 
above alt others, that it had remained free from heretical 
taint ; that no one holding contrary opinions had ever eat 



* Tom. iii., Ep. cxiii., Leonl. 
> Ibid, Ep. cxvl. 

m Epis, 119, Opera., torn. HI, p. 992. "Magnltudinem tnam obtes- 
tor banc a victore Augusto gratlam pf tat, ut in Occidentem veniam- 
ibique a Deo carhsiwis saoctisslmisque Episcopis judicer ; ac si vet 
minimum a fldel regula deneclere videar, in medium maris profundum 
dejlciar." 

• Bpilt, 138, p. 101». 
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in it; and that it had preserved the Apostolic grace entire." ] 
XLIX. The Council of Chalcedon — "Peter hath spoken 
through Leo.'" "Thus has Cyril taught." ' Eternal be 
his memory. "The illustrious judges said, All doubt is 
removed respecting Theodoret ; for he hath renounced 
Nestoriiis, and hath been received by Leo." 

[Dr. G. might as well have given the whole passage 
here from Evagrius, when he deserts Labbe and Cossart, 
and Mansi's records of the Councils, to pick out a few words 
from that author : " This is the laith of the Fathers — this 
the faith of the Apostles. Anathema to him who does 
not thus believe. Peter has uttered these words through 
Leo. Leo has taught truly and piously : thus has Cyrii 
taught. The teaching of Leo and Cyril is the same. Ana- 
thema to him who does not thus believe, tfce.'" 1 . 

What was this but to say, that as Leo andCyril agree with 
one another, and with both the Apostles and the Fathers, 
we are quite safe in following such authority, and we do 
bo ? Eternal glory to Cyril for so teaching.] 

Labbe andCoss. t. iv.,p. 620-4, and Mausi t. vii., p. 187, 
&c, give a vory graphic account of the 8th Session of the 
Council of Chalcedon, in which Theodoret was restored to 
his See. It appears from the speech of the four Legates 
that Popo Leo had already and recently received him into 
his communion, as Leo's own letters testified.' Yet so far 
was this determination of Leo from satisfying the Council, 
that they insisted on* further proof of his orthodoxy, and 
would accept no other than a public anathematization of 
Nestorius. The following is a literal translation of what 
is reported to have occurred at this 8th Session, which our 
readers may consider a pendant to our former articles on 
the Council of Chalcedon. supra, pp. S7 and 50. 

"The most reverend Bishops cried out, 'Let Theodoret 
now anathematize him (Nestorius).'' 

The most reverend Theodoret then, coming forward into 
the midst of the Council, said — 

" I presented my petition to the most divine and pious 
Emperor, and I presented articles (libellos) to the most 
reverend Bishops, the substitutes of the most reverend 
Archbishop Leo; and if it seems good to you, let them be 
read before you, that you may know what my opinions 
are." 

The most reverend Bishops cried out — 
" We will not have anything read — only anathematize 
Nestorius." 

The most reverend Theodoret said — 
' ' I was by the power of God brought tip by orthodox 
people, educated in orthodoxy, and 1 preached orthodoxly, 
and I not only dislike and consider aliens Nestorius and 
Eutyches, but every man who does not believe rightly." 

When lie said these things, the most reverend Bishops 
cried out — 

" Speak plainly — anathematize Nestorius and his doc- 
trines — anathematize Nestorius and his followers." 
The most reverend Theodoret said — 
" I should not speak the truth, unless I knew in what 
manner I should please God. In the fir6t place, I would 
satisfy you that I am neither thinking of my See, nor do I 
^altie honours, nor have I come here on that account; but 
uSisause 1 sulfered calumny, I came here to satisfy you 
thai"i«.m orthodox, and I will anathematize every heretic 
who lefns^s to be converted, and I will anathematize 
Nestorius ami Eutyches, and every other man who says, 
as they say, that there are two Sons." 

When he said this, the most reverend Bishops again cried 
out — 

•' Speak plainly— anathematize Nestorius and those 
who hold his opinions." 

The most reverend Bishop Theodoret replied — 

" Unless I may explain what I believe, 1 will not speak. 

I believe, however " 

When he said this the most reverend Bishops cried out — 
" He is a heretic! he is a Nestorian ! Turn the heretic 
out of doors!" 

The most reverend Bishop Theodoret then said — 
"Anathema to Nestorius, and to him who refuses to call 
the Virgin Mary 0toro*-oc, and who separates the only 
begotten Son into two sons. But I have subscribed the 
definition of faith, and the letter of the most holy and 
God-beloved Lord Archbishop Leo, and such is my opi- 
nion. Farewell."* 
The mo>t glorious judges said — 
"All doubt is at an end about the most reverend 
Bisliop Theodoret ; for lie has anathematized Ne-torius 
before ns, and has been received into communion by holy 
Leo, Archbishop of Old Borne, and has free y accepted 
the definition of faith approved of by you; and, more- 
over, has subscribed th" letter of the holy Archbishop 
Lno. It, therefore, only remains that sentence should be 
passed by your reverences, that he should receive back 
his see, as the holy Archbishop Leo has declared to be 
right." — (<focrt<u«7£i'.) 

All the most reverend Bishops cried out : — 
" Theodoret is worthy of his see. Let the Church re- 
ceive its orthodox pastor — let it receive its orthodox 
u 'Iheirriorur, toifl. >h., p. K»3. Ktn.ito I're.-by[ero -" Habet enim 
8".nclicbim.i ilia s*-<les EC'lesiarum qnoj iu toto sunt ortH- prlncipa- 
tuiti munis r.ominibus (^ja 7ro\\u) iitquc hoc ante omnia, quod 
ab hieretiea Ube insraimis mansk, nee uilus eootraria seutlens 
la ilia >ectit, seil Apoj-tulicam gratiam integrum cunservavit." 
p Evagrius, lib 2,c. 13. 
i M«nsi. vii., li0.ee. l\ p. 10(i, c. 18. 

• Evagriua, lib. ii, c. 18, p. 108. Bagster's Kd., 184(i. 

* Melius in codice Fails, Valete, commune Satcite, n, 1.,— Manil, 
torn, vii., p. 189. 



teacher. Theodoret is worthy of his see. Long life to 
Archbishop Leo — Leo has acted justly (iStKaoiv) and 
according to the will of God. Let the people receive the 
orthodox, worthy of his throne. Let bis Church be re- 
stored to Bishop Theodoret. 

The prelates thou proceeded to give their suffrages 
singly. 

Anatolius, Bishop of Constantinople, said— " The most 
reverend Bishop Theodoret lias demonstrated bis ortho- 
doxy in every way ; but chiifly because he has anathe- 
matized Nestorius, &c. ; therefore, let him as justice re- 
quires be restored to his see. 

Maxinius, Bishop of Antioch, said — " Ialready, indeed, 
and from the beginning, knew that the most reverend 
Bishop Theodoret was Catholic, having heard his doc- 
trines in the most holy Church. But much more now I 
receive his holiness, because he hasjmtnow anathematized 
Nestorius and Eutyches, and believes according to the 
definition of faith expounded by this Council itself (not 
a word about Leoor his judgment in the matter). Where- 
fore. I decree, according to the custom, that he is Bishop 
of the city of Cyrus." 

Juvenal, Bishop of Jerusalem, then said — " And I con- 
sent to the same things which Anatolius, the most be- 
loved of God, Bishop of Constantinople, has decreed. 
(Why not what Leo has decreed ?) 

The whole Council then cried out that it was a right 

judgment, a right decree. We all say the same things. 

And the most glorious judges said — " According to 

the decree of this holy Council, let the most holy Bishop 

Theodoret he restored to his see of Cyrus.'' 

But all was not yet ended ; for three of the Bishops, 
Sophonius, Bishop of Constance, John, Bishop of Ger- 
manica, and Ainphilochius, Bishop of Sida, having appa- 
rently been more taciturn than pleased the most reverend 
assembly, 

The most reverend Bishops then cried out — 
"Let Sophonius now anathematize!" and he did so 
accordingly. 

" Let John now anathematize !" and he did so also. 
"Let Amphitochiu-i anathematize!'' and he did so. 
Whereupon, the "most glorious and magnificent" 
judges said — 

"Everything has now been taken care of by the holy 
Synod. This is a time for all to preserve concord." 
And so the Sth Session broke up.] 
L. St. Leo exercises his authority over the Patriarch 
Anatolius, 1 and threatens to excommunicate him in 
spite of the Council of Constantinople, till Anatolius at 
last yields to Leo, and confesses, "I will fulfil these 
things by obeying you, &c.,'" and adds that the mak- 
ing Constantinople the second see had been reserved for 
Leo's decision. " The wholj force and confirmation,'' 
says he, " of our acts shall be deferred to the authority 
of your holiness."" Lastly, Flavian, Bishop of Con- 
stantinople, having been deposed, appealed to St. Leo," 
says Liberatus (in Breviar, VZ). 

[We must here express our surprise that Br. G. 
should have ventured on such an assertion as that Leo 
exercised authority over Anatolius, after our article 
headed, "How did Pope Leo and his successors deal 
with the 28th article of the Council of Chalcedon ?" 
(supra, p. 50- j2. ) We must beg to refer our readers to 
it, as demonstrating the impotence, not the authority, 
of Pope Leo as against the Councils of ConstantinopSeand 
Chalcedon. As to Anatolius's letter, it was obviously 
written in the hope of conciliating, or, perhaps, de- 
luding, Leo, who, it must be admitted, was the ablest 
and most energetic Popo who had ever, up to that 
period, presided at Borne. 

To understand, however, the amount of weight due to 
this letter, it is necessary to be a little further acquainted 
with his history. Anatolius appears to hive been a man 
of very indifferent character, wiio owed his consecration to 
an equivocal source, viz., those concemed in the proceed- 
ings of the pseudo-Council of Ephesus ; and Leo, in his let- 
ters, takes great credit to himself for recognizing him a true 
Bishop at all, and that out of deference to his imperial 
patron, and the peace of the Church over which ho pre- 
sided. Anatolius, nevertheless, subsequently roused the 
anger of Leo to such an extent" that the limperor Marci- 
au interfered, an I towards the close of the year 45IJ in- 
timated to Leo that Anatolius was prepared to satisfy 
him as to his soundness in utl matters concerning the faith. 
Anatolius then writes the letter referred to by Dr. C, iu 
which he alludes to the wishes of the Emperor, and says 
not that he '"u-ill lulfil these things by obeyiny you,'' but 
" when the Emperor read your letters tome, I fulfilled 
your wishes, by restoring Aetius the archdeacon" (whom 
be, Anatolius, had very scandalously removed, to make 
way lor his friend Audrow, a notorious Jlonophysite.* 
lie also teds him that he had sent from his presence all 
companions and oflicials who had taken part agaiu.,t his 
predecessor Flavian, or were even suspected of any sympathy 
with the ■' execrable" Eutyches. Considering, therefore, 
he says, how greatly the pious Emperor would rejoice, 

* Ep. cv. ad. Pulcher. ep. cvl. ad Anatol. 
11 An;itul. ad Leoueni. 

'• ibid. 

** See a detailed accnunt of the whole matter in Mr. Greenwood's 
recent and able w.rk on ihe C ' ith&fnt Petri, p 4l2-4iy. 

* His own words are — "Quiataroen phsslums princeps vestrai bea- 
titudinis litteras mihl subieglt, ea atallm quo; contiueountur eis, tit 
placiia vobis tmplevi, quod ne facere vel communis pacis utilitas, 
vat quod decuerav, hottabaiur.". 



andhowmuch itwouldprofit the universal Church if byany 
means harmony could be restored, he besought him, as his 
fellow Bishop, y speedily to write to him (Anatolius); pro- 
testing that the resolution at the Council of Chalcedon on 
behalf of the Church of Constantinople was not owing to 
any fault of his, but the result of an unanimous vote of the 
clergy of Constantinople and the neighbouring countries, 
and always with the understanding that the confirmation 
of all that was done should be referred to him (Leo). 

"The submission of Anatolius,'' as is well observed by 
Mr. Greenwood, "cleveily enough evaded all allusions to 
the grounds on which Pope Leo would most have wished 
him to rest it. The authority of St. Peter's chair, the 
presumed infraction of theNicenedecrees, are not even re- 
motely alluded to. The tone of (the letter is apologetic 
rather than penitential ; the water avoids every pledge 
that might involve his Church «r affect the credit of the 
Chalcedonian decrees, otherwise than as he himself under- 
stood or was personally concerned in procuring them . 

. . And, iu fact, though Ai atolius permitted Leo to 
place his foot on his individual n :ck, his Church passively, 
but resolutely, rejected the Panf I influence. Thedecree of 
Ciialcodon was irrevocably rccor led upon the statute books 
of the Church : the privilege t ,ereby granted was not to 
the bishop, but to his see, and tl ire was none to which the 
succeeding patriarchs adhered w th more inflexible resolu- 
tion (p. 418)." 

Father Quesnel, in like mam er, in his notes and ob- 
servations, printed in tbe secou 1 volume of the works" of 
Leo, 1 observing upon this epi tie of Anatolius to Leo, 
says — " While Leo charges hit i with attempting things 
which were against the canons we read no admission of 
the kind in Anatolius's letter, which appears to me to 
be framed with such art, that t might appear fully to 
satisfy the complaints of Leo while in truth it gave 
up noneofhis riijhtsas Archbish >p of Constantinople. For 
he scarcely alludes towards the 2nd of it, in a few words, 
to the 28th canon of Chalcedi n, about which he only 
wished Leo to take it for cert in that he was not per- 
sonally in fault, and that he wjs very far from wishing 
to covet what belonged to othere ; and tbe Eastern Bishops 
in fact held it as such a settled point that they would 
never recede from this canon,,that when Julian, Bishop 
of Coos (Leo's resident leg:tfe ) read, in a meeting of 
Bishops at Constantinople, tlie first part of a letter of 
Leo's (No. 114,"p. 1194), copfirmi.ig all that had been 
done in the Council of Chalcfdon in matters of faith, he 
did not venture to read the second part of that letter, in 
which Leo refused to ratify tpe Z8th canon, as contrary, 
in his opinion, to the Canon* of Nice. Leo complains 
of his having done this in his letter to Julian.* As to 
Flavian of Constantinople'^ supposed appeal to Leo, 
Dupin has clearly proved Jhe reverse iu his treatise 
De antiqua, Disc. p. 218, tofwhich we refer our readers.] 

Having thus considered fifty of Dr. Gcraghty's best 
authorities ia favour'of tha only doctrine of the Church 
of Koine which he lias thought tit to defend — the Papal 
Supremacy — we think our readers will agree with U3 
that they lose nothing by our not having it in our power 
to travel farther with him into the fiili, 7th, 8th, and 9th 
centuries. If the doctrinfe was not held by the Church 
Catholic daring the first 50J years after the coming of 
our Lord, we really care little whether it grew up, or 
was " developed," in the tth or the 10th century. It is 
enough for us that it was not a doctrine handed down 
among those " once delivered to the saints" by our Lord 
or His Apostles. We viaw the affirmative of the proposi- 
tion to be wholly uu proved by any such evidence as 
could be received, much less acted on, in any court of 
justice where the laws of evidence are known and 
understood ; and we hold the negative to be proved 
with well nigh the rigorousness of a mathematical 
demonstration. 

If any one who has read through what we have pub- 
lished on this question still thinks otherwise, his tnind 
must be, iu our humble judgment, constructed in so pecu- 
liar a manner as to make, as far as he is concerned, argu- 
ments vain, and history a fable. For ourselves, we can 
only say, that the more we examine and study, either the 
sacred Scriptures or the records and monuments of eccle- 
siastical history, the more deeply convinced we are, that 
a greater delusion was never imposed upon any section 
of the human race, than the belief that the supreme 
authority claimed by tbe Church of Borne had its origin 
in the institutions of Christ or His Apo^les. 



One word more fo set ourselves right with Dr. Gcraghty. 
Our readers will remember that in oar October number, p. 
1H>, we showed that bis statement, No. XXV., that Damasus 
had " showed his supremacy in deposing Flavian, Patriarch 
of Constantinople" (for wl.ich he cited as his authority the 
ecclesiastical historian, Theodoret, lib. v. c. 0.), was uuerly 
unfounded. Ho has since, in a private letter to our respected 
friend, Mr. Collette, of London, charged us with want of cour- 
tesy and fairness in causing this exposure to be printed, after 
he iiati civilly requested us to suppress it, and substitute the 
" instance where rVpe Oamasus deposes the Oriental prelates, 
Apollinarius and-'i'iniotheus, of Laodicea, as related by 
Theodoret, lib. v., c. Iu." 

Now, wc should be really sorry consciously to deny a hats 
pomitent'ue to any gentleman who did us the favour to enter 

* i he letter is addressed— " Sanctissirao et beatisanno Corf iscoro 
Papa; LeonL 

* Opera Leonis Magni. Venet., 1756, torn if, p. 14 47. 
' Upis. 127, p. 1248. 
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into controversy with us, though we do think it was rather 
unpardonable carelessness to say Flavian, Patriarch of Con- 
stantinople, when he meant Timothy, of Laodvxm. We can 
assure Dr. G. that we were utterly innocent of any such in- 
tention. Our October number was published many days 
before we had the slightest idea that Dr. G. wished to retract 
anything he had written. Nor have wc been able to find, 
after a diligent search amongst our multitudinous papers, any 
trace whatever of an intimation that he wished to correct his 
error, as stated in his letter to Mr 4 Collette. We are quite 
sure, and assert it on the good faith of a gentleman, that we 
never read such a letter from Dr. G. ; nor do we believe we 
ever received any such prior to the 2oth October, six days 
after the October number was published, when, in requesting 
us to make a correction in his version of " St. Basil's letter to 
Damasus," before putting it into type (which we readily did, 
and Dr. G. subsequently acknowledged and thanked us for J, 
he complained that we had not allowed him to correct his 
errror about Flavian in No. XXV. If he did so complain, we 
•ither never received his letter, or must have mislaid it without 
reading it, which is perfectly possible, as we never undertake 
to notice any letters which reach us after the tirst of the month 
in which we publish. We hope this will, at icast, satisfy Dr. 
G. that we did not intentioivdlij act unhandsomely by even an 
opponent who has not treated us with auy unusual courtesy 
even in this very matter. 

To show, however, further, that we had no reason for sup- 
pressing his correction , had we received it, we may say that 
the fact, which he states he wished to substitute, is quite as 
unsatisfactory as the supposed deposition of Flavian. The 
ecclesiastical historian, Dupin, in his life of Damasus (vol i. 
Ecc. Hist., p. 227, Dub. Ed.), tints refers to it — "The Bishops 
of the East having desired Damasus to condemn Timothy, 
a disciple of Apollinarius, received this answer, that he was 
condemned long ago by a Council at Rome, in the presence of 
Peter of Alexandria. This letter is recited by Theodoret in 
ch. 10 of the 5th book of his History, and was written about 
the year 378." 

We have also looked into Theodoret, and find that what 
he says is, that he condemned Timothy and his doctrines ; 
but that as to deposing him it was needless, for he and Apol- 
linarius had been deposed already. 

The truth was that Damasns, notwithstanding his supposed 
infallibility, was at hist deceived by Vitalis, the disciple of 
Apollinarius, one of the rival Bishops of Antioch (of whom 
we have before spoken, p. 27, supra), and believing from a 
confession of faith about the incarnation which he had given 
him, that he was orthodox, he had received him into com- 
munion. But Vitalis and his followers having subsequently 
refused to sign certain articles about the Trinity and the In- 
carnation, "Damasus,'' says Gregory Nazianzen, "under- 
standing this, cast them out of the Church, and tore the libel 
and anathematisms which had been presented him by Vitalis, 
being touch troubled that lie had been so deceived. lie gave 
this judgment in a Council at Koine, held in the year 377, at 
which Peter, Bishop of Alexandria, assisted. The Bishops of 
the East approved of what Damasus had doue, and continued 
the judgment which the Tope had given against the Apolli- 
narians j for in the Synod of Antioch, in the year 37S, they 
signed a tome or writing of the Western Bishops, which 
condemned their errors."" 

One more word, and we have done. Dr. Geraghty, in the 
same letter, accuses us of having suppressed certain of his 
references, in proof of his extracts Nos. XI V. and X V., page 
117. 

This we wholly deny. All the passages and references he 
gave were accurately printed as he gave them. The refer- 
ences were " Apud Athanas, Apol. 2, contra Arian torn. i„ p. 
153. Theodoret Hist. lib. 2, c. 3 ; yet, in writing to Mr. 
Collette, he says the Editor of the Catholic Layman sup- 
pressed his reference to St. Athanasius, which he says was St. 
Athanas. in Apolog. adversus Arianos, p. 148, E. t. L, Ed. 
1GSJ8, and was not fool enough to let his readers know whit Atha- 
nasius and Theodoret sag about the citation of Athanasius. If 
our readers do not know it, it is not our fault, but Dr. G.'s ; for 
wc have fortunately preserved his original MS., in which there 
are no other references given than those actually appearing 
in our print. The word Ibid being the only word omitted, 
and that through mere inadvertence of the printer. We sup- 
pressed nothing, but truly cited Sozonien, Socrates, and 
Dupin (supra p. 118) to show that Athanasius tied to Borne 
for protection, out of fear of the violence of his enemies. His 
calumniators (the Eusebians) may have been cited, but they 
refused to submit to Pope J alius a jurisdiction, though they 
had previously offered him the arbitration of their differences 
with Athanasius. In all this we see not a word to retract ; nor 
has Dr. Geraghty impugned, much less disproved, the ac- 
curacy of one of our authorities in this matter. If cither Pope 
Julius's letter, as given in Athanasius 's works, or Theodoret 
assert the contrary, it proves nothing. The Eusebians, sup- 
posing they were cited, would not conic. If Julius beasts like 
Glendower — 

" I can call spirits from the vasty deep !" 
We answer with Hotspur— 

" Why, so call I , or so can any m;:n. 

Butwill they come whi.n you do call for them ?" 

—1 Hen. IV. 
As to Athanasius, whether formally cited or not, that he 
appeared right willingly there can bo. no doubt whatever, as 
Pope Julius was most favourable to him from the first, and 
he had no other chance of escaping from the unjust treatment 
he had received from tlie Arian party in the East. We have 
already shown how iudignautly the letter of Pope Julius was 
received by tlie Council at Antioch, and how decidedly they 
threatened hostility unless he (Julius) sanctioned the deposi- 
tion of the Bishops they had expelled, and the ordination of 
those whom they had elected in their stead ! 

What reason had we, then, to fear t« let our readers know 
anything sai4 by Julius in this letter, or to suppress the 

b SeeDupin*s Ec<-I. Hist., vol. 1., tide. The Apollhririi, p. 21.% 
also, Life of i>atna.*w, already quoted, p. '121, where it is stated ttut 
.... - ,r^-r^o. ff ere signed by Melettus of Antioch, Eusebius of 
SamauKa, Fciagius of Laodiaa, Eulogius of Edeaa, on J other East- 
erns. 



passage from Theodoret, which we gave the accurate refer- 
ence to, even as furnished by Dr. Geraghty in his letter to 
Mr. Collette? Again wc say with Hotspur, 

" And I can teach thee, coz, to shame the devil. 
By telling truth; tell truth, and shame the devil," 
We have now done, and think even Dr. Geraghty himself 
ought to feel that he is fairly vanquished by an honourable 
opponent, who is quite above the low arts he recklessly 
accuses him of. But whether he thinks so or not, we must 
now, and we are happy to be able to do so in perfect good 
humour, bid him finally, Farewell. 



LORENZO BENONI. 
We have just stumbled upon the book referred to in page 
137, supra, and think the following: extract worth insertion. 
The writer was an Italian, a native of Genoa, in which 
city he was educated and resided at the period. 

Having received a mysterious letter, desiring him to be 
next morning, at twelve o'clock, at the Loggia of Banchi, 
in the covered Exchange of Genoa, on the side facing 
Via degli Orefici, Goldsinith's-street, the writer says — 

" Accordingly, a little before twelve o'clock, I was in the 
Loggia of Banchi, walking up and down the side that faces 
Via degli Orefici. 

" During this perambulation I was struck with surprise at 
the great number of priests assembled in this spot, some 
standing in groups, some sitting on chairs and benches, some 
walking up and down, as I myself was doing. One of these 
last, after having eyed me attentively, muttered, as he passed, 
some words evidently addressed to me, but the meaning of 
which I could not catch, Could he be my man? Under this 
impression, I managed to pass very near him on my first turn, 
when he again spoke to me. This time 1 did not lose a word 
of what he said. ' Any Masses, sir ? very cheap.' I cotttd 
make nothing of it ; and he, no doubt, seeing as much by the 
blank hesitation of my countenance, turned and walked away. 
It was not till some time afterwards, that by inquiry and 
personal observation, I came to learn the meaning of this 
priest's words, and the motive which brought so many of his 
brethren to that place. While Lazzariuo keeps us waiting, I 
may as well impart to the reader my information on the sub- 
ject. 

" There is scarcely any man so destitute as to die without 
leaving something to pay for a certain number of Masses for 
the benefit of his soul, or hardly any poor woman who has 
not, from time to time, some Masses performed, either for the 
soul of a deceased relative, for the cure of some sick member 
of her family, or for some such object. The sale of Masses, 
therefore, is very considerable in Italy. I purposely say the 
sale, for the Mass is paid for, and forms an essential part of 
a priest's income. The price varies according to the demand, 
exactly like the price of stocks, and, like them, Masses rise or 
fall with the greater or less supply in the market. 

"The spot where this singular exchange was held, where 
the prico of Masses was regulated, and all transactions relative 
to this odd species of merchandize took place, was precisely 
the Loggia of Banchi, on tlie side facing Goldstnith's-street. 

" If it was your wish to have a Mass said immediately, or if 
you had an investment of five hundred Masses to make, you 
could find what you wanted in this place. Brokers (priests 
of course) came to meet you anil made the bargain. Sup- 
pose a priest, who had some hundreds of Masses to say, to be 
in want of ready money, he found there these said brokers, 
who took the Masses at a discount, and paid hint the differ- 
ence. .Some of the big-wigs — Rothschilds of this Exchange — 
had in their pocket-books thousands and thousands of Masses. 
These men monopolised the ware at a good price, and then 
got rid of it at a profit to poor priests, their clients (especially 
to those from the country), and thus realised considerable 
gains. 

" This sale of Masses sometimes gave rise to very ludicrous 
scenes. I have frequented the place often enough to witness 
a great variety of such. I shall merely note the following 

"A livery-servant, sent by his master, from Albaro, a 
large village at a few miles' distance, was bargaining with a 
priest for a Mass to be celebrated at the said place. The 
servant had been authorised to bid as much as three francs ; 
but it was Sunday, the weather was bad, and there were but 
few priests at leisure. The merchandise was looking up. 

" " I won't stir for less than five francs,' says the priest, 
turning away as if to break off the conference. 

" ' Five francs ! That is unconscionable,' returned the ser- 
vant ; ' why, one might get a Xorena" for that !' 

" ' Well, tucn, get your Noccna, but you shall not have a 
Mass.' 

'• The priest crossed the street, and entered a liqnur shop. 

" ' Boy, a glass of brandy !' said he to the lad behind the 
counter. 

"The servant, who followed close at the priest's heels, 
turned pale. If the priest should break his fast, farewell to 
all hope of a Mass. 

'■ ' I'll give four francs, though I am sure I shall be scolded.' 

" 'Five francs] that's my first and last word,' raising the 
glass to his lips; 'you may take it or f-ave it as you please.' 

"He was just on the point of swallowing the contents, 
when the servant stopped his hand, saying, 

'• ' You drive a very hard bargain ; however, you shall 
have the five francs:' a'ud so it was settled." — p. 3U1-T. 



DISPENSATIONS. 

TO THE EDITOR. Of THE CATHOLIC LAYMAK. 

Sir, — Your facetious correspondent, "A. II.," states 
that a schoolmistress in Paris " bought a dispensation 
for herself and everybody in the house to eat butcher's 
meat fourdays in the week, instead of three," during Lent. 
This, sir, is a common custom in France. The ordi- 



* A religious service performed nine dajg running ; as saleable an 
article as the Mass. 



nances of Lent in that country — at least in some of the 
dioceses — are much more rigorous than in any part of 
England, where each Bishop has the power of prescribing 
such regulations for fasting as ho may think fit. For 
instance, in no part of England is a black fast enjoined ; 
whereas it is in France. Perhaps the term " black fast" 
may not be understood by you : the meaning is, that no 
flesh meat of any kind whatever shall be eaten by the 
faithful during the forty days of Lent. To get-over this 
difficulty "the faithful" apply to the cures of their several 
parishes, and give according to their means a sum of 
money to obtain a dispensation to cat flesh meat on 
several days in the week. I know an English geutleman 
who resided with his family in France, who was ac- 
customed every year to put a napoleon into the hands 
of the cure for a dispensation for himself and family to 
eat flesh meat a discretion during Lent. This custom 
brings in a considerable revenue to the cures, therefore 
black Lents are not likely to be discontinued. It is a 
marvel that the practice should have ceased in Eng- 
land ;perhapstheRcformation had something to dowithit. 
Mr. Bowyer, Dr. Wiseman's knight, has written to the 
Times to say that the Dundalk banquet given to the 
Cardinal was not on a fast day — it was only a day of ab- 
stinence ; on which the editor pertinently observes, 
" Where's the difference?" Now, sir, let it be remarked that 
there is not one of those two hundred " holy men*' who 
feasted witlt the Cardinal on tliqt memorable occasion 
who, if a poor mm confessed to him that he had flavoured 
his potatoes with a small piece of bacon on that Friday, 
would not tell him that lie had committed a mortal sin, 
for which he must do penance. Thus the "holy con- 
fessor' [may feast on " Potagcs, Poissons, HorsD CEuvres, 
Jambon surprise, &>., &c. ;" iu fine, on all delicacies 
which the sea produces, and that culinary art can 
make delicious to the palate ; but his poor penitent, who 
has only greased his potatoes, is told that he has com- 
mitted a sin deserving of eternal punishment ! Allow 
me, sir, to make another remark. The man who steals 
a beefsteak commits, by the laws of the holy Church, a 
venial sin ; but should he eat a beefsteak on a Friday he 
commits a mortal one. Thus the laws of man overrule 
those of God. 

I am, Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 
T. E. 



WHERE IS THE BARRIER AT WHICH ST. 
PETEll SITS? 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Slit,— One of our Scripture Readers the other day 
asked a shepherd whether he knew what he must do to 
get to heaven V " Oh !" said ho, " I know that right 
well, and I'm sure of it, for I often heard the master say 
it too, and he knows well. If the candle keeps lighting 
till I pass the third bairier I'm all safe." (It appears 
they place a lighted candle in the hand of a dying man, 
and let it burn out after he is dead.) " What barrier V" 
said the Reader. " Where St. Peter sits," said the man. 
" Is that in heaven or purgatory V" said the Reader. 
This rather puzzled him, and another man and he argued 
the point whether Peter was in heaven or purgatory ! 
The reader explained the gospel plan of salvation. Two 
days afterwards he saw the man again at a lodging house ; 
shaking him wartnly by the hand, he said, " Well, no one 
in the fair knows what I am. I was awake all last night 
thinking of what you said, and now for the love of God 
come in and tell me some more." Have you ever heard 
of this barrier and the candle before ? 

Y ours, faithfully, R.H.O. 

THE GLORIES OF MARY. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir,— In the September number of the Catholic 
Layman, p. 09, you made the following statement : " If 
what we must call the deification of the Virgin Mary 
goes on as it has done, the next step will be thai she will 
bo exalted so high that men will cease to have confidence 
in her willingness to condescend to listen to them, and 
they will seek for intercessors with her, just as she has 
been sought as an intercessor with her Son." 

Allow me to refer you to pp. BJ8-9 of " The Glories of 
Mary," and you will find that " the step" which you so 
acutely conceived has already been taken. This book, 
you are aware, is of high authority, ami " cordially rccoml 
mended to the faithf.il" by Cardinal Wiseman. It states 
then, in the pages referred to, that " Father Suuroz cor- 
rectly remarks, that we. beg the saints to be our inter- 
censors with Mai g because she is their Queen and Sove- 
reign Ladj\ 'Ami.-stthe saints,' he s.ivs, 'we do not 
make use of one to intercede with the other, as till (saints) 
are of the tame order ; but we do aJt them to intercede 
with Mail/, because she is their Sovereign Queen.' And 
this is precisely what Saint Bernard promised to Saint 
i ranees of Rome, as we read in Father Marehese ; f,r he 
appeared to her, and taking her under his protection, 
he piomised that he would be her advocate with the Divine 
Mother.'' 

Whilst I acquit you, sir, of any ambition to be numbered 

among the prophets,' permit me to applaud your deep 
penetration. ■ r 

Your, &c, 

E. II. H. 



